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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the above-referenced application are respectfully 
requested. 

I. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Claims 1 and 2 are amended herein. 
Claims 4 and 6 are allowed. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-6 are currently pending and 
under consideration. 

II. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1-3 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §1 02(E) AS BEING ANTICIPATED BY 
ELLIS (US 5,953,138) 

The present invention as recited in claim 1 (as amended herein), relates to an optical 
communication system having an optical gate, Vherein, said optical gate converts said 
multiplexed light into said time division multiplexed signal light synchronized with optical pulses 
by performing gate operation between said multiplexed light and a probe light having said 
second wavelength, and said probe light is said optical pulse." It is submitted that the probe light 
is not a cw light but is optical pulses. Further, the time division multiplexed signal light is 
synchronized with the optical pulses. 

Ellis teaches, "FIG. 8F represents the four channels after wavelength conversion by the 
cw reference signal in the second TWSLA 770, to a single wavelength OTDM signal" In column 
8, lines 52-54. 

However, the cw reference signal is a cw light, and is not optical pulses like the claimed 
probe light as recited in claim 1 . Accordingly, Ellis teaches a probe light that is fundamentally 
different from the present claimed invention. 

Ellis further teaches that an edge of each channel signal of the OTDM signal is 
determined by an output signal of a dispersive element 760 as shown in FIGS. 9E and 9F, and 
does not depend on the cw reference signal. 

By contrast, the time division multiplexed signal light of the amended claim 1 is 
synchronized with the optical pulse, which is a probe light. Accordingly, the OTDM signal of Ellis 
is different from the time division multiplexed signal light of the amended claim 1 . Therefore, 
Ellis fails to teach or suggest the features as recited in claim 1 of the present invention. 
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Claims 2 and 3 depend from claim 1 and distinguishes over Ellis for at least the same 
reasons as claim 1 . 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection is overcome. 

III. CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that each 
of the claims patentably distinguishes over the prior art, and therefore defines allowable subject 
matter. A prompt and favorable reconsideration of the rejection along with an indication of 
allowability of all pending claims are therefore respectfully requested. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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